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so far as civil jurisdiction is concerned, be answered
in the negative. If the protection from civil process
is withdrawn, it is certain that the representative
of the fallen dynasty will from time to time be
brought to ruin and disgrace. It is true that the
absence of the protection ought to act in the way
of moral training, but equally true that it will not.
It is also true that the exemption which it is pro-
posed to continue has not hitherto prevented the
head of the family from insolvency, and that in
insolvency there is disgrace. But, in the first place,
the ignominy which attaches to such insolvency is
very different (at least for the purposes of the
present question) from that which attends arrest
and imprisonment. And, in the second place, it
is probable that if the Government changes its course
of action in one important respect, the insolvency t
referred to will not recur. So long as it was under-
stood that there was a considerable chance that the
Government would pay, sooner or later, the Prince
of Arcot's debts, more money was sure to be advanced
to him than he was able to repay. But if the
Government now determines once for all (as in my
opinion it ought to determine), and gives full publicity
to its determination, to concern itself no more with
the debts of the Prince of Arcot and his family, the
probability is that his credit, and with it his in-
solvency, will cease altogether. I think it is very
important that this course should be taken; and
if it is, I have every hope that the object of
the privilege granted by the Government will be